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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is in response to communications filed on October 5, 2005. 

Claim Objections 

2. After consideration of the amendments made to claim 18, to correct minor 
informalities, Examiner has withdrawn the objection to claim 18. 



Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments filed October 5, 2005 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. Applicant argued that: 

a) The owner identifier of the present invention is not taught or suggested by 
Nakayarna's use of an attribute indicator; and, 

b) The invention's use of a management table and object management table 
is not disclosed by the teachings of Nakayama. 

Examiner respectfully submits that Applicant has misinterpreted the prior art of 

record. 



4. Regarding item a), Applicant has amended the claims to teach the "owner 
identifier" indicating the "creator of objects". In Applicant's arguments, Applicant 
acknowledges Nakayama teaches "authors" and "owners", where authors are the 
"creator of objects" and owners are allowed to control the objects (Nakayama, col. 5, 
lines 50-58). Examiner submits Nakayama teaches Applicant's claimed "owner 



Application/Control Number: 09/843,548 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2151 

identifier", since Nakayama teaches an author identifier (154), (Nakayama, col. 7, lines 
52-64). Applicant further states in the arguments however, "what is not taught or 
disclosed in Nakayama is the displaying of an author identifier that is a representation of 
a user who actually generated the object". Examiner respectfully disagrees with 
Applicant's assertions. In the arguments, Applicant recognizes Nakayama teaches 
displaying an owner identifier (Nakayama, col. 7, lines 27-42). Applicant also 
acknowledges this owner identifier can be the author identifier, however, mentions that 
such a case would only occur by coincidence. Contrary to Applicant's assertions, 
Examiner submits not only does Nakayama teach the object identifier being set as the 
author identifier by default, (Nakayama, col. 9, lines 31-33, also see Fig. 8), Nakayama 
clearly indicates if an object attribute is set to "open private" a displayed owner identifier 
would be the author identifier since the owner of the object is the author and is the only 
participant who has the right to operate the object, (Nakayama, col. 5, line 64 through 
col. 6, line 2). 

5. Regarding item b), Applicant has amended the claims to teach the user 
management table comprising node identification codes, user names, owner identifiers, 
and security levels. Examiner maintains Nakayama teaches a user management table 
(142) comprising node identification codes (147), since this code is used to identify the 
window on which an object is to be displayed, (Nakayama col. 7, lines 52-64). 
Examiner submits Nakayama further teaches the user management table comprising 
owner identifiers (154) since, as previously mentioned, this attribute indicates the 
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creator of objects, (Nakayama, col. 7, lines 52-64). Examiner further submits 
Nakayama teaches the user management table comprising security levels (168), since 
this attribute allows for an object to be shared or privately owned, (col. 7, line 65 through 
col. 8, line 20). 

Applicant has also amended the claims to teach the object management table 
comprising node identification codes, object data, and graying-out flags. Examiner 
maintains Nakayama teaches an object management table (142) comprising node 
identification codes (147), since this code is used to identify the window on which an 
object is to be displayed, (Nakayama col. 7, lines 52-64). Examiner submits Nakayama 
further teaches the object management table comprising object data (178) since this 
attribute indicates a form the object is to take, (Nakayama, col. 8, lines 26-31). 

Examiner agrees the teachings of Nakayama fail to expressly disclose the user 
management table comprising user names, or the object management table comprising 
graying-out flags. Nevertheless, Applicant's arguments with respect to these limitations 
are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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7. Claims 1-5, 8, 13, 15, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Nakayama et al. t (hereinafter Nakayama), U.S. Patent 5,872,924, in 
view of Noveck et al. (hereinafter Noveck), U.S. patent 6,823,363. 

8. In considering claim 1, Nakayama teaches a computer system comprising: a 
plurality of user systems connected to each other, each user system being adapted to 
display a work area on a display screen, alternatively a plurality of user systems 
connected to each other through a computer network (Fig. 1), wherein each of the user 
systems includes: a collaboration work controller having a user management table 
(142) for registering a node identification code (147) given for each of the user systems 
and an owner identifier (154), which indicates the creator of objects, related to the node 
identification code, wherein said user management table comprises node identifications 
codes, owner identifiers, and security levels (168), and an object management table 
(142) for registering object information related to the node identification code, wherein 
said object management table comprises node identification codes and object data 
(178), (col. 7, line 46 through col. 8, line 31, Fig.'s 7 and 8); and, an obtainerfor 
obtaining, based on an event entry for an object, the node identification code related to 
the object by referring to the object management table, obtaining the owner identifier 
related to the obtained node identification code by referring to the user management 
table, and displaying an owner identifier on the screen in a manner that the obtained 
owner identifier can be discriminated from owner identifiers of other objects, (col. 7, 
lines 27-42). 
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Although the disclosed system of Nakayama shows substantial features of the 
claimed invention, it fails to expressly show: the user management table comprising 
user names. 

Nevertheless, Nakayama does teach the user management table comprising 
user identifications (160), (col. 7, lines 52-64, Fig.'s 7 and 8). 

Thus, it would have been apparent to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the 
teachings of Nakayama to show the user management table comprising user names 
instead of user identifications. This would have advantageously made it easier to 
determine who owns a particular object, (Nakayama, col. 7, lines 52-64, Fig.'s 7 and 8). 

Although the modified system of Nakayama shows substantial features of the 
claimed invention, it further fails to expressly disclose: the object management table 
comprising graying-out flags. 

Nevertheless, graying-out flags were well known in the art at the time of the 
present invention. In a similar field of endeavor, graying-out flags are used in the 
teachings of Noveck to: prevent editing a message by graying out an "edit" button, (col. 
7, lines 16-21). 

Thus, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to show 
Nakayama teaching the object management table comprising graying-out flags. This 
would have facilitated restricting operation of an object displayed on a shared window in 
a more versatile manner (Nakayama, col. 1, lines 60-63, Noveck, col. 5, lines 40-55). 
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9. In considering claim 2, Nakayama further teaches the event entry being a 
drawing operation carried out by the owner of the object, alternatively a selection 
operation carried out by a user other than the owner of the object, (col. 10, line 54, 
through col. 11, line 45). 

10. In considering claim 3, Nakayama teaches the owner identifier being 
displayed at one of starting and finishing points of the object, and at other points of the 
object by means of superposition, (col. 7, lines 36-42, Fig. 6). 

1 1 . In considering claim 4, Nakayama teaches an editor for performing an editing 
operation including copying, movement, deletion and others for the obtained object, 
(col. 5, line 50, through col. 6, line 16). 

12. In considering claim 5, Nakayama teaches registering security level 
information (148) related to the node identification code, and the editing operation being 
permitted within a range compliant with the security level information, (col. 7, line 65, 
through col. 8, line 20). 

13. In considering claims 8 and 15, Nakayama teaches a method and computer 
readable storage medium recording program codes used for identifying the owner of a 
collaboration work object, the object having been created based on collaboration work 
by using a computer system having a plurality of user systems connected to each other, 
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alternatively a plurality of user systems connected to each other through a computer 
network, comprising the steps of: causing one of the user systems to store object data 
contained in collaboration work data received from the other user systems in an object 
management table (142) by relating the data to a node identification code (147) of each 
of the other user systems, and to display an object thereof on a screen of the user 
system, wherein said object management table comprises node identification codes and 
object data (178), (col. 7, line 46 through col. 8, line 31, Fig 's 7 and 8); obtaining the 
node identification code by referring to the object management table when the object 
displayed on the screen is selected, (col. 7, lines 46-64); obtaining an owner identifier 
(154), which indicates the creator of objects, related to the obtained node identification 
code by referring to the user management table of the user system, wherein said user 
management table comprises node identifications codes, owner identifiers, and security 
levels (168), (col. 7, line 46 through col. 8, line 31, Fig.'s 7 and 8); and displaying the 
owner identifier on the screen, by means of superposition at one of starting and finishing 
points of the selected object, and other points of the selected object, (col. 7, lines 36-42, 
Fig. 6). 

Although the disclosed system of Nakayama shows substantial features of the 
claimed invention, it fails to expressly show: the user management table comprising 
user names. 

Nevertheless, Nakayama does teach the user management table comprising 
user identifications (160), (col. 7, lines 52-64, Fig.'s 7 and 8). 
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Thus, it would have been apparent to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the 
teachings of Nakayama to show the user management table comprising user names 
instead of user identifications. This would have advantageously made it easier to 
determine who owns a particular object, (Nakayama, col. 7, lines 52-64, Fig.'s 7 and 8). 

Although the modified system of Nakayama shows substantial features of the 
claimed invention, it further fails to expressly disclose: the object management table 
comprising graying-out flags. 

Nevertheless, graying-out flags were well known in the art at the time of the 
present invention. In a similar field of endeavor, graying-out flags are used in the 
teachings of Noveck to: prevent editing a message by graying out an "edit" button, (col. 
7, lines 16-21). 

Thus, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to show 
Nakayama teaching the object management table comprising graying-out flags. This 
would have facilitated restricting operation of an object displayed on a shared window in 
a more versatile manner (Nakayama, col. 1, lines 60-63, Noveck, col. 5, lines 40-55). 

14. In considering claim 13, Nakayama further teaches transmitting, when any 
one of the plurality of user systems starts collaboration work, user information 
containing a node identification code thereof and an owner identifier to the other user 
systems, (col. 9, line 54, through col. 11, line 18); and causing the other user systems 
having received the user information to store in each user management table, (col. 7, 
lines 46-64). 
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15. Claims 6, 14, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Nakayama in view of Noveck, and further in view of Itakura, U.S. patent 6,639,608. 

16. In considering claims 6 and 14, although the disclosed system of Nakayama 
shows substantial features of the claimed invention, it fails to expressly show: deleting 
or eliminating the display of the owner identifier according to a timer operation. 

Nevertheless, Itakura teaches a system for displaying images received from a 
network comprising: deleting an image received over the network according to a timer 
operation, (col. 10, lines 53-67, col. 11, lines 1-5). 

Thus given the teachings of Itakura, it would have been apparent to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to modify the teachings of Nakayama to show deleting or 
eliminating the display of the owner identifier on the screen of the user system 
according to a timer operation. This would have made a user effectively aware of who 
owns the object for a specified period of time, (Nakayama, col. 1 , lines 37-63, Itakura, 
col. 2, lines 54-67, and col. 3, lines 1-15). 

17. Claims 7, 10, 1 1, 12, 17, 18, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Nakayama in view of Noveck, and further in view of Simonoff, U.S. 
patent 6,463,460. 
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18. In considering claim 7, Nakayama further teaches a session controller for 
controlling a session for each collaboration work (col. 4, lines 14-27), wherein the 
session controller includes a management table (142) for registering a user 
identification code (146) for identifying a user taking part in the session, and a node 
identification code (147) of the user system used by the user, and the session controller 
refers to the management table, and transmits data to the other user systems taking 
part in the session regarding all sessions registering the user identification code 
contained in data sent from the user, (col. 7, lines 46-64, col. 4, lines 14-27). 

Although the disclosed system of Nakayama shows substantial features of the 
claimed invention, it fails to expressly show: code for identifying the session. 

Nevertheless, in a similar field of endeavor, Simonoff teaches an interactive 
communication system for collaboration between users comprising: inherent use of a 
code for identifying a collaboration session, (col. 24, line 53, through col. 25 line 2). 

Thus given the teachings of Simonoff, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to modify the teachings of Nakayama to show registering a 
session identification code for identifying a session in the management table. This 
would have provided an efficient means for allowing users to join a session already in 
progress, (Simonoff col. 24, line 53, through col. 25 line 2). This also would have 
advantageously provided a means for storing session for later playback and/or 
critiquing, (Simonoff, col. 25, lines 25-37). 
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19. In considering claim 10, Nakayama teaches the owner identifier . which 
indicates the creator of objects, being displayed at one of starting and finishing points of 
the object, and at other points of the object by means of superposition, (col. 5, line 64 
through col. 6, line 2, col. 7, lines 36-42, col. 9, lines 31-33, Fig.'s 6 and 8). 

20. In considering claim 1 1 , Nakayama teaches performing an editing operation 
including copying, movement, deletion and others for the obtained object, (col. 5, line 
50, through col. 6, line 16). 

21 . In considering claim 12, Nakayama teaches registering security level 
information (148) related to the node identification code, and the editing operation being 
permitted within a range compliant with the security level information, (col. 7, line 65, 
through col. 8, line 20). 

22. In considering claims 17 and 18, Nakayama teaches a method and computer 
readable storage medium recording program codes used for identifying a collaboration 
work object, the object having been created based on collaboration work by using a 
computer system having a plurality of user systems connected to each other, 
alternatively a plurality of user systems connected to each other through a computer 
network, comprising the steps of: causing one of the user systems to store object data 
contained in collaboration work data received from the other user systems in an object 
management table (142) by relating the data to a node identification code (147) of each 
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of the other user systems, wherein said object management table comprises node 
identification codes and object data (178), (col. 7, line 46 through col. 8, line 31, Fig.'s 7 
and 8); displaying on the screen of said user system the collaboration work objects 
created during a collaboration work session, (col. 11, line 56, through col. 12, line 63); 
displaying on the screen of said user system the owners of collaboration work objects 
created during said collaboration work session, wherein an owner is the creator of 
objects, (col. 7, line 46 through col. 8, line 31 , Fig 's 7 and 8); and obtaining the node 
identification code given for a user system by referring to a user management table 
(142) of the user system and the work objects related to the obtained node identification 
code by referring to the object management table, wherein said user management table 
comprises node identifications codes, owner identifiers, and security levels (168), (col. 
7, line 46 through col. 8, line 31 , Fig.'s 7 and 8). 

Although the disclosed system of Nakayama shows substantial features of the 
claimed invention, it fails to expressly show: the user management table comprising 
user names. 

Nevertheless, Nakayama does teach the user management table comprising 
user identifications (160), (col. 7, lines 52-64, Fig.'s 7 and 8). 

Thus, it would have been apparent to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the 
teachings of Nakayama to show the user management table comprising user names 
instead of user identifications. This would have advantageously made it easier to 
determine who owns a particular object, (Nakayama, col. 7, lines 52-64, Fig.'s 7 and 8). 
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Although the modified system of Nakayama shows substantial features of the 
claimed invention, it further fails to expressly disclose: the object management table 
comprising graying-out flags. 

Nevertheless, graying-out flags were well known in the art at the time of the 
present invention. In a similar field of endeavor, graying-out flags are used in the 
teachings of Noveck to: prevent editing a message by graying out an "edit" button, (col. 
7, lines 16-21). 

Thus, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to show 
Nakayama teaching the object management table comprising graying-out flags. This 
would have facilitated restricting operation of an object displayed on a shared window in 
a more versatile manner (Nakayama, col. 1, lines 60-63, Noveck, col. 5, lines 40-55). 

Although the disclosed modified system of Nakayama shows substantial features 
of the claimed invention, it still further fails to expressly show: displaying a particular 
owner's objects by selecting the owner. 

Nevertheless, displaying objects by means of selection was well known in the art 
at the time of the present invention. This is exemplified in the teachings of Simonoff. 
Simonoff teaches selecting a resource list in order to display a variety of objects created 
for use in collaboration work sessions, (col. 15, line 55, through col. 16, line 2). 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the 
teachings of Nakayama to show displaying a particular owner's objects by selecting the 
owner. This would have provided an efficient means for selecting objects, owned by 
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other users, to be displayed during a collaboration session, Simonoff, col. 15, lines 55- 
61. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Hassan Phillips whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3940. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:00am-5:00pm. 



Application/Control Number: 09/843,548 Page 16 

Art Unit: 2151 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Zarni Maung can be reached on (571 ) 272-3939. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

HP/ 

12/16/05 



